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I.
Introduction

When someone tells you something very outrageous and shocking about a person you know, do you: tend to believe the person who told you or do you tend to research the facts for yourself?  In other words: do you believe in rumors?

II.
Chapter Review: 

“[In the late 1960s] my professors taught that the NT gospels originated as the oral traditions of various church communities around the Mediterranean. These stories about Jesus were shaped by those communities to address the questions and needs peculiar to each church. Leaders made certain that the Jesus in these stories supported the policies and beliefs of their communities. The oral traditions were then passed down over the years, evolving through the addition of various legendary materials. Finally, long after the actual events, the gospels assumed written form. By then it was almost impossible to know to what degree, if any, they represented the actual historical events” (97-98).

How Does Keller Answer the Three Charges (99-112)?

A. “Many parts of the Bible are scientifically impossible” (99, 84-96).
B. “Many parts of the Bible are historically unreliable” (100).
1. The timing is far too early for the gospels to be legends (101).

2. The content is far too counterproductive for the gospels to be legends (104).

3. The literary form of the gospels is too detailed to be legend (106).

C. “Many parts of the Bible are culturally regressive” (109).
III.
Small Group Discussion (groups of 4 people, select a person to be the facilitator of the discussion questions and select a person to be the reporter for the group)

How does Keller explain the statement in the Bible, “slaves, obey your masters” (Eph. 6:5ff) to a person who finds the idea of slavery appalling? How does Keller’s explanation of this statement give us ideas on how to explain the Bible in general to those who are troubled by some of its apparent teachings?

Among the arguments for the historical reliability of the Bible in this chapter, what is more convincing to you? What further arguments would you like to have?

IV.
Class discussion

V.
Conclusion
When skeptics say that the Bible was constructed by later church leaders to support their positions and consolidate their powers, what evidence do they have for this statement? Why do they say this?

“Some books were no more than assumptions piled on assumptions…. Conclusions were reached on the basis of little or no data at all… The whole case for the nondivine Jesus who stumbled into Jerusalem and somehow got crucified …that whole picture which had floated around the liberal circles I frequented as an atheist for 30 yrs .- that case was not made. Not only was it not made, I discovered in this field some of the worst and most biased scholarship I’d ever read.

…

I was unconvinced by the wild postulations of those who claimed to be children of the Enlightenment. And I had also sensed something else. Many of these scholars, scholars who apparently devoted their life to New Testament scholarship, disliked Jesus Christ. This came between the lines of the books. This emerged in the personality of the texts.  Some pitied him as a hopeless failure. Others sneered at him, and some felt an outright contempt...I’d never come across this kind of emotion in any other field of research, at least not to this extent. It was puzzling. The people who go into Elizabethan studies don’t set out to prove that Queen Elizabeth was a fool. They don’t personally dislike her. They don’t make snickering remarks about her, or spend their careers trying to pick apart her historical reputation...But there are NT scholars who detest and despise Jesus Christ...Now somewhere during my journey through all of this, I became disillusioned with the skeptics and with the flimsy evidence for their conclusions...Now the Gospels were becoming ever more coherent to me, the Gospels which appealed to me as elegant first-person witnesses, dictated to scribes no doubt, but definitely early, the Gospels produced before Jerusalem fell” (Anne Rice, Christ the Lord: Out of Egypt, 332-333).
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I.
Introduction (10 mins.)
When someone tells you something very outrageous and shocking about a person you know, do you: tend to believe the person who told you or do you tend to research the facts for yourself?  In other words: do you believe in rumors?
II.
Chapter Review:  (20 mins.)
The Issue: Rationalism showed great skepticism and doubt to the historicity of the Bible.
“The view of the Bible from this skepticism is that the NT gospels were originated as the oral traditions of various church communities around the Mediterranean. These stories about Jesus were shaped by those communities to address the questions and needs peculiar to each church. Leaders made certain that the Jesus in these stories supported the policies and beliefs of their communities. The oral traditions were then passed down over the years, evolving through the addition of various legendary materials. Finally, long after the actual events, the gospels assumed written form. By then it was almost impossible to know to what degree, if any, they represented the actual historical events” (97-98).
How Does Keller Answer the Three Charges (99-112)?

D. “Many parts of the Bible are scientifically impossible” (99, 84-96).
(see Keller’s argument in last week’s class on “Science and Christianity”)
E. “Many parts of the Bible are historically unreliable” (100).
1. The timing is far too early for the gospels to be legends (101).
The popular notion is that the NT gospels were written so many years after the events happened and that they were embellished or imagined or written to support the church’s point of view and consolidate the church’s power over competing views.  But these are reasons to consider the NT’s historical reliability:

a.
Virtually all historians agree that the canonical gospels (Matthew, Mark, Luke, John) were written at the very most 40-60 yrs. after Jesus’ death. 

b.
Paul’s letters, written just 15-25 yrs. after the death of Jesus, provide an outline of all the events of Jesus’ life found in the gospels – his miracles, claims, crucifixion, and resurrection.
c.
Luke claims that he got his account of Jesus’ life from eyewitnesses who were still alive (Lk. 1:1-4).


d. Richard Bauckham points out that if the Bible were legends, then its authors would not have included names of people who were still alive who can serve as eyewitnesses and verify if the narrative accounts are reliable and accurate (Mark referred to “the father of Alexander and Rufus (15:21)” as the person helping Jesus carry his cross. Paul appeals to his readers to check with the many still living eyewitnesses of Jesus’ life.) 
e. Not only supporters of Jesus were still alive, but also many bystanders, officials, and opponents.  If you wanted to write a legend, don’t include names of still living opponents.

f. The so-called Gnostic Gospel of Thomas can be dated only to 175 AD at the earliest, which is more than 100 yrs. after the canonical gospels.
g. Rather than saying Emperor Constantine in 325 AD decreed Jesus’ divinity and suppressing all the evidence that he was just a human teacher, the fact is Christianity had already stated those truths and they were deeply held by the church long before Constantine. (Philippians, which all historians date to 50 AD, already stated that Christians were worshipping Jesus as God (Phil. 2).
2. The content is far too counterproductive for the gospels to be legends (104).
a. If the view that the church made up the Bible to support its views, then we would expect in the gospels to have Jesus take sides in debates that were going on in the early church, such as whether Gentiles should be circumcised, but Jesus does not say anything on this topic (104).
b. Why would church leaders put in account of crucifixion if it didn’t happen? It was considered to be punishment for a criminal.

c. Why would church leaders include account of Jesus asking God in Gethsemane to get out of his mission? Why include Jesus crying out that God had abandoned him? These would have made Jesus look weak and failing his God. Unless they really happened.
d. Why invent women as first witnesses of Jesus’ resurrection when women’s status at that time was so low that their testimony was not admissible in court? Would have made more sense to have male pillars of the church be the first witnesses. Unless they really happened.
e. Why depict the apostles – early church leaders – as petty and jealous, slow-witted, cowardly and passively failed their master? (see Peter’s denial of Jesus). No one but Peter himself would have authorized its truthfulness and its recording.

f. Canonical gospels portrayed a world that is physically real, similar to the Jewish concept of the world. Gnostic gospels, like Thomas, considered the material world a dark and evil place to be delivered from, and its writings reflected that philosophical view, which fits with the Greek and Roman view of the world. So, it is not the canonical gospels, but the Gnostic gospels that “suck up to the powers that be” (105).
3. The literary form of the gospels is too detailed to be legend (106).
F. “Many parts of the Bible are culturally regressive” (have this be discussed in small groups)
For example, “slaves, obey your masters” (Eph. 6:5ff).
1.
Keller asks objectors to consider if the passages that bother them are really teaching what it appears to them to be teaching.

a. Difference between first century slavery and modern New World slavery.

b. Consider their assumption of the superiority of their historical moment over the past. Ex. Modern British would be horrified that Jesus will come with angels at the end of time to judge the world – they will think it’s too judgmental and exclusive. But modern British would find account of Jesus forgiving Peter to be much more to their liking. But this would be the opposite position of Anglo-Saxons from 1000 yrs. ago, who would find the final judgment by a powerful god to their liking and who would find Jesus’ forgiveness of Peter’s disloyalty to be appalling, unmanly and unforgiveable.
c. Distinguish between major and less primary teachings of the Bible.

III.
Small Group Discussion (15 mins.)
How does Keller explain the statement in the Bible, “slaves, obey your masters” (Eph. 6:5ff) to a person who finds the idea of slavery appalling? How does Keller’s explanation of this statement give us ideas on how to explain the Bible in general to those who are troubled by some of its apparent teachings?

Among the arguments for the historical reliability of the Bible in this chapter, what is more convincing to you? What further arguments, would you like to have?

IV.
Class discussion (10 mins.)
V.
Conclusion (5 mins.)
When skeptics say that the Bible was constructed by later church leaders to support their positions and consolidate their powers, what evidence do they have for this statement? Why do they say this?

Explain who Anne Rice, then read her quote:

“Some books were no more than assumptions piled on assumptions…. Conclusions were reached on the basis of little or no data at all… The whole case for the nondivine Jesus who stumbled into Jerusalem and somehow got crucified …that whole picture which had floated around the liberal circles I frequented as an atheist for 30 yrs .- that case was not made. Not only was it not made, I discovered in this field some of the worst and most biased scholarship I’d ever read
…

I was unconvinced by the wild postulations of those who claimed to be children of the Enlightenment. And I had also sensed something else. Many of these scholars, scholars who apparently devoted their life to New Testament scholarship, disliked Jesus Christ. This came between the lines of the books. This emerged in the personality of the texts.  Some pitied him as a hopeless failure. Others sneered at him, and some felt an outright contempt...I’d never come across this kind of emotion in any other field of research, at least not to this extent. It was puzzling. The people who go into Elizabethan studies don’t set out to prove that Queen Elizabeth was a fool. They don’t personally dislike her. They don’t make snickering remarks about her, or spend their careers trying to pick apart her historical reputation...But there are NT scholars who detest and despise Jesus Christ...Now somewhere during my journey through all of this, I became disillusioned with the skeptics and with the flimsy evidence for their conclusions...Now the Gospels were becoming ever more coherent to me, the Gospels which appealed to me as elegant first-person witnesses, dictated to scribes no doubt, but definitely early, the Gospels produced before Jerusalem fell” (Anne Rice, Christ the Lord: Out of Egypt, 332-333).
***************************

What differences does Keller point out between the first century concept of slavery versus the New World concept of slavery? How might this help skeptics as they read parts of the Bible that doesn’t make sense to them?

How does Keller argue for the case that the Bible’s challenges of our sensibility and assumptions actually point to the possibility of us having a real relationship with the God of the Bible (113-114)?

(PPT slide of below)

· Ancient documents of Aristotle, Plato, Caesar, Tacitus, Herodotus, etc. have only 20 extant manuscripts – and this is considered an exceptional quantity

· New Testament documents have 5,000 individual Greek manuscripts that contain all or part of the NT, plus 8,000 copies of the Vulgate, a Latin version of the Bible translated by early 5th century AD.

· Several thousands early NT manuscripts translated into Eastern languages such as Syriac, Coptic, Armenian, Slavic and Ethiopic

· Virtually the entire NT text can be reproduced from written sermons, commentaries of early church fathers of the 2nd through 5th centuries, such as Tertullian, Athanasius, Ambrose, Jerome and Augustine

· Conclusion: “The NT stands as the best attested document of the ancient world” (Without a Doubt, 93).
(Put this below as a PPT slide)

· The interval of time between original authorship and date of the earliest NT manuscript copies is extremely short

· For most ancient classics, an average of 1,000 years between the original work and the date of its earliest existing copy

· The oldest copy of any portion of the NT is the John Rylands manuscript (Rylands Library in Manchester, England) contains a few verses from the Gospel of John 18:31-33, 37-38.  It is dated to 125 AD
· John’s Gospel is generally agreed to have been written from 60-90 AD. This is a very short period of time from a NT text to its earliest copy. Supports the claim of the purity of the original text

Show PPT of ancient NT manuscript (slide)
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http://www.kchanson.com/ancdocs/greek/johnpap.html
(more: //www.kchanson.com/ancdocs/greek/papyri.html#Oxy)
(slide of this too)
P52 is the oldest known manuscript fragment of the New Testament.
This photo is of the recto (front side).
©Copyright John Rylands
Library of Manchester. 
Recto: John 18:31-33, Verso: John 18:37-38

Approximate Date: c. 125 CE
(Read this):

· Two other manuscripts of the NT: Bodmer Papyri includes most of Luke and John is dated to 200 AD, and Beatty Papyri contains almost the entire NT and dates to about 250 AD.
DESCRIPTION
Language: Greek Medium: papyrus Size: 3.5 inches long
2.5 inches wide Length: 7 lines on each side

Place of Discovery: Egypt 

Date of Discovery/Acquisition: 1920
Acquirer: Bernard P. Grenfell
Current Location: John Rylands Library
Manchester, England Inventory Number: Rylands Greek Papyrus 457 

Manuscript Number: P52 Manuscript Family: Alexandrian

(Put this as a PPT slide)

Other ancient non-Christian authors also made historic references to Jesus

· Tacitus (ca. 55-120 AD): Roman historian, Annals
· Suetonius (ca. 120 AD): Roman historian, Life of Claudius

· Josephus (37-97 AD): Jewish historian, Antiquities
· Pliny the Younger (112 AD): Roman governor, Epistles X
· Thallus (ca. 52 AD): Samaritan-born historian, Histories
These manuscript evidences does not prove that Jesus performed miracles, but it does attest to the historicity of Jesus Christ and the NT documents as valid records of Jesus’ existence and life.

“To be skeptical of the resultant text of the New Testament books is allow all of classical antiquity to slip into obscurity, for no documents of the ancient period are as well attested bibliographically as the New Testament” (John Warwick Montgomery quoted in Without a Doubt, 91, slide).

Even the most skeptical scholarly critics of the Bible concede that the Bible is very ancient, has numerous ancient documentary evidences.  They disagree that miracles can occur, but they do not doubt that there are very ancient documents of the Bible.

This leads Millar Burrows, author of What Mean These Stones, to write: “The excessive skepticism of many liberal theologies stems not from a careful evaluation of the available data, but from an enormous predisposition against the supernatural” (Without a Doubt, 91, slide).

The assumption of someone who says: “The Bible may be right for you, but don’t impose it on me, I will determine for myself what is right and wrong” assumes that the speaker is not imposing a set of criteria on how morals are to be constructed.  But in fact the speaker is also stating a position of moral values, which is that: “Each of us should determine for ourselves what is right or wrong. You have no right to tell me what I need to believe in.”  This is also an imposition.  It is saying, “The way we will discuss morality in our discourse is on my terms, not your terms.”  The speaker is imposition a set of criteria on how morals are to be discussed, which the speaker will hold others to.
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